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The university has said that it would 

work closely with Micron to make sure 
class offerings not only meet the edu-
cational needs of Micron’s employees 
but convene at appropriate times for 
Micron’s work force. 

Altogether, Montana Tech offers Mi-
cron a top-quality source of new re-
cruits, and the perfect place to ensure 
that existing employees are able to up-
grade their technical and computer 
skills. 

Also located in Butte is the Butte Di-
vision of Technology, whose 41-acre 
site offers occupational training. Its 
strength is its ability to meet imme-
diate and short-term training needs of 
regional industry and businesses, as 
well as to constantly update and revise 
its courses of instruction in order to 
meet changing market demands. 

Finally, of course, Butte’s edu-
cational resources are not limited to 
Butte-Silver Bow County. The city is 
strategically located at the center of 
the southwestern Montana technology 
corridor at the intersection of Inter-
states 90 and 15. 

Thus, in addition to Montana Tech 
and the Division of Technology, Micron 
employees would have easy access to 
Montana State University at Bozeman 
[MSU], Carroll College in Helena, and 
the University of Montana at Missoula. 
These institutions together have com-
bined research and engineering pro-
grams that exceed $49 million a year. 

Education has always been a top pri-
ority for Montanans. As Michael Ma-
lone, the president of Montana State 
University and the dean of Montana 
historical scholars, writes, as early as 
1900 our State boasted one of the Na-
tion’s highest literacy rates. 

Our earliest State education laws 
paid special attention to technical and 
scientific fields. That commitment 
continues today in top-quality institu-
tions like Montana Tech. And it is a 
perfect fit for a company like Micron. 

If I might, Mr. President, it is inter-
esting to make another observation. 
Last year, the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. MOYNIHAN] presented in the 
Democratic Caucus two charts. One 
chart listed the per capita State ex-
penditure for elementary and sec-
ondary education, ranked with the 
most expensive on down to the least 
expensive. That is, the top States 
spend more dollars per pupil in elemen-
tary and secondary education on down 
to the States that spend the fewest 
number of dollars per pupil. 

Next to that was another chart. It 
ranked, in descending order, States 
whose elementary and secondary stu-
dents do best in mathematics, the best 
States being at the top, the worst 
States down at the bottom. Senator 
MOYNIHAN put the charts side by side 
and asked a very pertinent question: 
What on Earth could one deduce by 
looking at these two charts? One is 
that there is no correlation, zero cor-
relation, between the number of dollars 
spent per pupil on the one hand, and 
how elementary and secondary stu-

dents ranked in mathematics perform-
ance on the other. 

Finally, the Senator pointed out, in a 
way only he can, combinations, and in 
seeing linkages that others do not see, 
he said that one can draw only one con-
clusion by comparing the two charts 
and, that is, if you want your kids to 
have the best math education, either 
live in Montana or live in the State ad-
joining Montana, because the States 
that have the highest rankings of 
mathematics are the States of Mon-
tana, the Dakotas, and Wyoming. 

I mention this to point out the com-
mitment the State of Montana gives to 
education in general, and particularly 
the commitment Butte gives to its peo-
ple, Montana Tech and related univer-
sities, so that Micron will do very well 
if it comes to Butte. Butte wants Mi-
cron and will make any necessary ad-
justments to tailor its operations to 
Micron. 

This is the second in a series of state-
ments I will make. I will make another 
speech regarding the ties between Mi-
cron and Butte on Monday. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

RECESS UNTIL 2 P.M. 

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate stand in 
recess until 2:00 p.m. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:35 p.m., recessed until 2 p.m.; 
whereupon, the Senate reassembled 
when called to order by the Presiding 
Officer (Mr. FRIST). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I now ask 
that there be a period for the trans-
action of morning business, not to ex-
tend beyond the hour of 2:30, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for not to ex-
ceed 5 minutes each. 

Mr. REID addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, it is my un-

derstanding the leader just put the 
Senate into morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

f 

SOCIAL SECURITY AND THE 
BALANCED BUDGET 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I take this 
opportunity to address the Senate 
about the amendment we hope to offer 

in the immediate future. That is the 
amendment regarding the exclusion of 
Social Security from the balanced 
budget amendment. 

Mr. President, I believe that we lost 
the amendment that has been debated 
on this floor for a week dealing with 
the right to know; that is, whether the 
American public should be able to un-
derstand the glidepath that will allow 
this Government to arrive at a bal-
anced budget by 2002. That was denied. 
The American public does not have the 
right to know how we are going to ar-
rive at that balanced budget by the 
year 2002. 

I hope, though, Mr. President, that 
the next matter we are going to dis-
cuss, namely, Social Security, would be 
something the American public should 
have the right to know. How are we 
going to handle Social Security in the 
overall mix of this balanced budget 
amendment? 

It would seem to me that senior citi-
zens, but just as importantly all the 
people of this country, men and women 
who are working for a living and those 
people who yet will work, should be en-
titled to know how we are going to 
handle Social Security. 

I, frankly, am disappointed the way 
it was handled in the other body. In my 
opinion, the other body in handling 
this, in passing House Joint Resolution 
17, recognized how weak their ref-
erences were to protect Social Secu-
rity. They did not even go to the trou-
ble of introducing a statute, trying to 
pass a statute. They had a concurrent 
resolution that passed by a vote of 412– 
18 that has, Mr. President, the author-
ity of this blank piece of paper. 

I suggest that we would all be well 
advised to get to the debate on Social 
Security, to have a determination 
made by this body whether we will ex-
clude Social Security from the 
stringencies of the balanced budget 
amendment. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, my un-
derstanding is that we are in a period 
of morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

Mr. DORGAN. And I may be recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 
f 

SOCIAL SECURITY EXCLUSION AND 
THE BALANCED BUDGET 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, fol-
lowing on the comments by the Sen-
ator from Nevada, let me ask the Sen-
ator from Nevada a question. The 
right-to-know amendment was an 
amendment 
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